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action it is also a very valuable drug in the treatment of all types of chronic
bronchitis. It is considered very reliable in the treatment of chronic inflamma-
tion of the air passages. Creosote, if taken over a short period of time, is taken
in the blood tract and carried to the lungs, saturating them to the extent that
it, is next to impossible for pneumonia germs to exist * * * TUsed as an
expectorant in bronchitis and Spasmodic Croup * * *. An active germicide
# % % gpn antiseptic especially in the treatment of infections of the upper
respiratory tract, and * * * 1in chronic bronchitis and tuberculosis. It has
been especially praised in asthma. * * * jn the treatment of Asthma and
Bronchitis where there is a tendency to dyspnoea (difficult or labored breathing)
and bronchial spasm. In chronic bronchitis of aged persons it is particularly
salutary. It has been especially useful in the treatment of Whooping Cough
and Spasmodic Croup * * *, Asserted in the treatment of Catarrhal af-
fections, Coughs, Colds, Croup, Whooping Cough, Asthma, etc.;” (poster)
“ Stop that Cough, Cold, or Croup * * *. Quickly relieves persistent Coughs,
Colds, Spasmodic Croup, Bronchial Asthma, Whooping Cough. Prevents Pneu-
monia;” (bottle label) “ Quickly relieves persistent Coughs, Colds, Spasmodic
Croup, Bronchial Congestion, Whooping Cough. * * * until relieved * * =,
For whooping cough and croup * * *. Creo-Lyptus should be taken regu-
larly according to directions as long as cough is evident. Inflamed tissues are
quickly relieved * * *_  For better results in Severe Cases.” i

On November 14, 1928, the Creo-Lyptus Co., Xansas City, Mo., having ap-
peared as claimant for the property and having consented to the entry of a
decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant wupon
payment of costs and the execution of a bond in the sum of $2,000, conditioned
in part that it be relabeled in a manner satisfactory to this department.

ArrHUB M. HYDR, Secretary of Agriculture.

16104. Adulteratiton of dressed chickens. U. S. v. 34 Barrels of Dressed
Chickens. Consent decree of condelnnation and forfeiture.
Product released under bond. (F. & D. No. 23090. I. S. No. 01950.
S. No. 1181.)

On September 21, 1928, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 84 barrels of dressed chickens, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped
by the North American Cold Storage Co., from Clarinda, Iowa, August 24, 1928,
and transported from the State of Iowa mto the State of Illinois, and chargmg
adulteration. in violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance, in that it
consisted in part of a portion of an animal unfit for food, and in that it was the
product of a diseased animal.

On November 23, 1928, Swift & Co., Chicago, I1l., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree,
judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of
costs and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned in part
that the portion designated by a representative of this department as unfit for
food be destroyed and the portion fit for food be released.

ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16105. Adulteration and misbranding of cocoa powder. U. §. v. 22 Bar-
rels of Cocoa Powder., Consent decree of condemnation and for-
feiture. Product released under bond. (F. & D. No. 22643. 1. S.
No. 17479—x. 8. No. 622.))

On March 14, 1928, the United States attorney for the Western District of
“Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agmculture, filed in the
..District Court of the United States for. said. district a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 22 barrels of cocoa powder, remaining in‘ the original un-
broken packages at Seattle, Wash., alleging that the article had béen shipped
by Boheme & Co., from Portland, Oreg., October 13, 1927, and transported from
the State of Oregon into the State of Washington, and charging adulteration
and mlsbrandmg in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was
labeled in part: “E. & A. Opler, Incorporated American Brand - Pure Cocoa
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It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a sub-
stance, excess shell, had been mixed and packed with and substituted ‘wholly
or in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the desxgnatlon “ Pure Coco&
Powder ” was false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser. .

On July 7, 1928, B. & A. Opler (Inc.), claimant, having admitted the allega—
tions of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of costs and
the execution of a bond in the sum of $300, conditioned in part that it be re-
labeled under the supervision of this department.

ArrHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16106. Misbranding of figs. V. S, v. 25 Cases, et al., of Figs. Default de-
’ crees of condemnation and forfeiture. Product ordered de~
stroyed or delivered to charitable institutions. (F. & D. Nos.

23122, 23123, 23124. 1. S. Nos. 0736, 0737, 0738, 0739. S. No. 1221.)

On October 6, 1928, the United States attorney for the District of Oregon,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district libels praying seizure and . con-
demnation of 80 cases of figs, remaining in the original unbroken packages at
Portland, Oreg., alleging that the article had been shipped by Farnsworth &
Ruggles, from San Francisco, Calif.,, on or about September 18, 1928, and
transported from the State of California into the State of Oregon, and charging
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article
was labeled in part: “ Giebeler’s Fancy California Figsy Grown and Packed by
Giebeler's Fig Gardens, Merced, Calif. Net Weight 8 Oz. (or “ Net Weight 4 Oz.
‘When Packed ”) White California Figs.”

It was alleged in the libels that the article was misbranded in that the
statements “ Net Weight 8 0z.” and “ Net Weight 4 oz.,” where they appeared on.
the package labels, were false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser. Misbranding wag alleged for the further reascon that the article
was food in package form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly
and conspicuously marked on the outside of t'.2 packages, since the quantity
stated was not correct. ‘

On November 13, 1928, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ments of condemnatio\n and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by ther
court that the product be destroyed or delivered to charitable institutions by
the United States marshal.

ArTHUR M. HxypE, Secretary of Agriculiure.

16107. Adulteration of frozen poultry. U. S. v. 1 Barrel of Frozen Poultry..
Consent decree of condemnation and destruction entered. (F. &
D. No, 22953. ' 1. S. No. 02822, S. No. 1021.)

On August 7, 1928, the United States attorney for the District of Connecticut,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
- Court of the United States for said district-a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 1 barrel of frozen poultry, remaining wunsold in the original
unbroken packages at New Haven, Conn., alleging that the article had been
shipped. by the Armour Creameries, Boonvﬂle, Mo., on or about July 17, 1928, and
transp-orted from the State of Missouri into the State of Connecticut, and charg—
ing adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance, in that it
congisted in part of a portion of an animal unfit for feod, and in that it was the
product of a diseased animal.

On. September 25, 1928, the owner of the product having consented to the
entry of a decree, Judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it
was ordered by the court that the product be destroyed by the United States
marshal.

ARTHUR M. HYDE ;S’eo'retary of Agwculture

rels of Cocoa Powder. Decree of condemnation entered. Product
g&{le}ased under bond. (F. & D. No. 22644 1. 8. No 17480——x S. No.

On March 15, 1928, the United Statés attorney for- the Western qutnict
‘of Washington, actmg upon-a report-by the> Secretary: of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the Unlted States for said district a libel praying selzure
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